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yesterday. Moul d you pl ease wel cone themto the Legis-
| aturee Thank you. Senator Schmt.

SENATOR SCHM T: Nr. President and nmenbers of the Legis-
lature, | would rise in opposition to Senatoz Hoagl and' s
amendnment. Both he and Senator Johnson expl ai ned very

el oquently what they want to do and | can agzee that they
have a point. But | would suggest and | have had a nunber
of bills that have .been declared unconstitutional over

the years and that is not zight, Senator Johnson, nost

of them have escaped. But in any case, the court is very
capabl e of segregating out anything which they feel is
unconstitutional and allowing the rest of the statute to
stand. Now it is true as Senator Johnson has pointed out
that 1f the statutes are so interwoven that you cannot
separate a part of 1t without seriously dama?i ng the intent
of the bal ance of the statute, then they will strike the
entire statute and that has happened to ne also. So |

have had a 11ttle experience in that. But in thls instance,
in this instance Senator Goodrich and | feel that we have

drafted the bill in such amanner that in the event there
shoul d be a problem and we do not believe there will be,
that the entire act will stand. | want to enphasise again

what Senat or Goodrich says, we in no way agree that the bill
1s unconstitutional. Me certainly would not be supportlng

it for passage if we thought so. We think it is an inportant
bill. We think it is a well reseaz'ched bill. Me believe

it is an 1nportant bill for the maJor business in Qraha

and | guess | would hope that the ma)ority of you would
support the bill and oppose Senator Hoagland's amendnent

no matter how well 1ntentioned it m ght be.

SPEAKER NI CHOL: Senator Hoagl and, did you wlsh to close'2

SENATOR HOAGLAND: M. Speaker and col | eagues, | woul d ask
you all if you have a question about how to vote on this,

to take a l ook at the Journal page 2392« Now there in

the Journal is printed the third ooinion that Paul Dougl as
and his office have witten on this particular law, this
particul ar proposal. Now there have been a couple of mnor
amendment s since that third opinion was witten. An opinion
was witten on the bill as introduced and then after the
first set of Goodrlch amendnents and then after the second
set of Goodrich anendnents, and there have been a couple

of refining amendnents since. But if you read the opinion
on 2392, you will see that 1t is clear that there I's nothing
really we can do for this bill in order to save its can-
stitutionality for two reasons. First there 1s the comrerce
cl ause probl em Senator Goodrich has referred to. Me are



